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ft El HHI t? ft> EYT E> HR ^ ^fO 95^3, RT HE 'TO 50, Eft 0.11 ylcRfd E?I 

EY TR yiCJ?jc«P TRR cFft HTR "guff ^ RTRT TO 3?R H^tR^T R TTE fe kl t, E?T EETR “3RT3 
SIlFlcT Htf TTRftRtr Tf TTEftH t, $ 3?#E 0.44 TlfrRlcT E?f EE E? Uk^J<?E> ETEftcT ft?ET t I 


2. %R fttfilRd EfftEfR Mlsftd fRRpYs ^ ATOl ?T<£ ^ ETRR H ft-RfRftjE 

EFJERr ftpR I : 


(i) 


(ii) 

(iii) 


^Rptf 3ttf^g Eift^oR ^ ^ afaM ^ ftftnW if EgEtT 

ETEIRTE 4>^H ETTOrf EE 3TTER f^HT t | 4 P f Rfclfekl gdf IfflftoT 

t : 


m EfR ftRlEISH E> ETW 1 ft>0Eft, 0.3 ft*)o?tO 3?R 0.05 fe)Rft0 ftpEEE | 

(EE) faSHH *RfR | 

(H) EE 3?R EHJ ft^EEE | 

(q) TRIE 3fR EfreiRtHEJ ETEE ! 

(®) v3RT qftn&b (REERRte) I 


ET*ft ^viiT Eit TJE) ETRI ETHtftR ft>EI 3?R kJE> $tp|^ E> EnH if 3IRlfcTcT fcbHl HET % 
EET 4 W|Ej ij cticfd PE> *JcE fcRE HET % I 


wzm "fR^ uhIvthI $ wgm foEH ^ heM 
ewei ere e> EfRtftEH jRfRRr, eRRi a?R yqRmHT eree>e" eJ ei#h tRh°t eh 
ftqfrn f%£ii t 1 


3. 3TRTcR> HjT H?fRRt E?t <HtEI<REE5dl ®5t, f^cRR 7 ! IJvfe R <Hv'd l Tlc?l flft 

HE EPJEflE H5cft ETC R 0.44 TlRiW ^ EE HE 3IE7 E?E<£ HEW EH RlHTR <TRRT «fR 

EcMEHId EftE^fft) E> EEt E> HR E^ HE EI0 50 <Y 3f??R aiRR <T>T g-f: cpffcfT^uf cfTTO YlfYr 

^ ^ RtR -TRf Tl 3EjYRr f^HT | cRTTf^I, ST^tlEf &NT ^IkfrN 'iff f^HT 

W t I 


4. R^nM tRR TEST # HgTH ^R 3TIE> (ipRft#3n4) <t 

HFft Hf eft I 


5 . ppreMten! % Rth(^R sici sr^lBr RRm t :- 

(i) >5l)^q4lcfl ^ ^ HR if HR—cE, TiPTRf 3IEZJTH—II H^ TT0 50 ^ 31#H 

p, dld^eY/ t, Rt Rp?[ f^RH H?f H^fRRt 3?R H^fT H>T ^hPYcH HRHT ^ I 

YHT 0.11 Ifld^ld W\ RHTY HTRI H^ T!0 50 ^ 3lRRf ffcll 

RRT I 

(ii) ^)HRJc?p5 H Hq hY ’dldRJopJ w^c^) 8419.89 ^ 3I#H H^c^d RRT f, UTt Tf^Tld Y l , 
THiq 3RfHT MdpRileli ^HTOT Yflftpl HRcTT t | #HRJcH? R H^fRRt EE ^el 
^E>l4 ^ ^TI 4 Efldlfdd HE 't4)E»R ftrifl ^ I 
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, (iii) gm w 3io 95-33- '3444 srfftfftt? 3iwRiqi’ 43 3i#q 44 431 

4?’HI 3?l3 0.44 yfcmcT 43 md3jo4> 314fft4 4334T 3lfti dfti ft, 414 "3lftt fch>34 4ft 
Hiftldft 3?l3 43143 gftt‘ 43 fcflr 434 310 50 4> 3?#4 fftftre #$4l ft I 


6. 


3ftl>4ftcft % 314ft 443 ft f^RHf^fecT 3T1E113 43 3T4ft 44^ 43T 3ftfrl34 fft4T % : 

(i) v^rr fft3 qft?r 43 fft^r ft fft^r w ft, fftwr "yiq'lfft4> 4ftft>w 3144 3ft3 43# 

3lfcrf^xT CTSTT 31?!4<13 gftf 43 fftn? ft | 4€lfft, 4lftf % 41344 4 qftldft 43 341 ft 
airarfcTci 43iftt feini ft, 4ig ?rh 434iftfti £ 313343 4? qi4tfft43 q>ft£?H 3144 
4> feTtr 3Tl%f^4xT 3W, 3lfc)Rck1 44434, 41$4 3fl3 4<14>34 cERW ft 

3fl3 cTctr wntuft cir^rar ftftw 4 43fti ftt "fft^ q#q" 43i 4ed34 4ftt 414T w 

ft 1 

(ii) 3144 aft? 4#4ft 43f 3ist 443 3ft3 Wl 43g 4# ftl41 I 43lfft 3T44 A 344 ftfaft 
43 3lfftfftq4 344 qsftd'ft Sllfftei ftt 3143lft ft, 3144 4H4 rrffaft 431 3??t 3jfft4 4ftt 
4334T I 

(iii) 3f45T 3lt3 Hi'fld'ft qft 4^4141311 ft fftHd! 3$3 4$lel3sl[4>l3 (cft'SIN^tell) 3lt3 3134313 
eTRT fftq 4\ f PllftTiii 4> 4>l3 u l 44 4ft 95—34 eft 3Fftq cj^^d 4>3ft 43T PMq felill 
441 ft I 3H4 ftt oETRsqT eft fe)(J 314144T fttcft ft, MrM *4131 43T [ft? 4) 44 44 ft3t dfttcft, 
4ft 43143 314134 43 fftiq 3H443R1 ftl, 4ftt4334 43341 31^14313 ftTclT ft ! 

(iv) 43 4 ft q 3 414 A “WT 5 T ^ ^ tj? 44 J 4 ^tW 4 t I qr |4 

% M3T4 ^ yqtviH ^ f$rq 44 ^r 95-34-‘34424 3iPrf^^ wriW ^ 

31^4 ^H^d f^4T I? I 


(v) 3FT3 Mleft 44 4? 4T4T 3T44 3fl3 d^Tld'ff 44< 3444 §, 3^443 433 fcT4T >41(41 

4T $313l 443 3^443 f^ffxT 4444 ?t 3l4>d) t, 4T?t 4?t 443 f^3 4T44' 4>T ^ 434 
Mld3Jc4> 444t 44ft 4#4ft ^ W ft 4ftt^4 fft34T 44 3T434T t | 

7. ft3T3t %33 (ftd^Rd 3ffftftd 41$f$ifftcl^ ft ftil'xniiift gT3T fft34 44 3 Tc^3d 44 

fft T 4ig343 4x^43 R 4 I % : 

(i) 4T3cft4 ftinigcTO 4«dg.ftt.3rr. 3ft3 35^3ft.3ft. ^ 534RT3434t ^ 34T ft 3143^14 
334 3ft *4)t£c1 4T4T4cft 4ft 3J4334 yWTcft (44434^1) 4T 31^4 Icf4 4334T # | fc^3ft 
’ft 3ll4lfrtd 44 44 qftt4334 45x4^4 f_ 43|ftcb $4lft 433, 34414 43 433 34fft 3344T 
t 3?l3 $39 yi| s M4 eft fftqr #4R]c43 ?ft 4131 34414 4ft fftfft^T 44t ^ 4’ffcb3U | ft 
fft?t45t4T 333ft 41H 4ft4 3jferft t I 

(ii) 3ft4R|o43 ft "4#4ft" ^ 334 ft 34414 3^443 fft34T t I 

(iii) ftf4J4T 34414 4lftifft43 43ftft?14 3144 ^ feR '3lfftfft44 443433* ft 3fl3 44 344 
314ft—344 ft 3T44 4ftt ft | 

(iv) 344 34414 42th ft WT 34tft 443433 ft 3?l3 414 44 310 #0 ^ 31 ?ft 4 444 ^ 43t ift 

414 ft 4#4ft ^ fo4J #ife ft^44 fft^4 4ftt433 u T c4g 43341 4314 ft | 
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(v) to STcJWcb to yqj to EIsfRT t I to qq yq ytocT qto to 

to y^c<P cR^IT toty ! 

8 . HR# if ^ ^cfrT tolfto to qt to I ^T^tT ^gqqit to to?R 

ftHfctocf qfRT ^ « 5 t :— 

tto to? ftoqqRq to to 

(i) tot ftltfcbl 3TRTRT fto q? tottot to ) M t fto W wtoqRq toRJc«F 
gw *tok tor qqi sir i rrtot, tototo t to toqqq to tor t i 

(ii) to toqr to tot todto&to tocr qq 8EJM1HH tor t, ftorto to to qfto to 
ftoqr vjthi toty i 

(iii) toige?T qrq qto to to 3 RW qtotqqqq tor qq y?q tot - tor qwqq 

8 KT toT t i 

(iv) toqrej<?q< tot ftor-gf^rto t tot? qqqq tocRur toterr yq qqenfto 
t i 

(v) qq cfcjr toyrejq?F to cr? to t, % to cicF fto wtorr tot to tot i 

hsto tor? to? tot qpg to^t 

(i) snqqqqr qq ft fto to t we gsrr yqy fto <m m yq> totto 1qrqyr to? 

(ii) to $$> fto toto qq ^ tt qq m so to tod cttht toto 95-ki to sto 

to 1 

(iii) y? toto tot tot to ^TRTTET qq HFMI t I totytott qqqRq yk qqiq to 

3 TR ^Rf>cn | 

(iv) q? to totogto ftocT qq t i qqqq tot toff ftoRftoqq to t I 

(v) qqqrdto to yftoqr qq toT to? arrtor fto t 1 

(vi) totytottot to ^T<jRq to totorq to qq ftoqR to q^RT toty 1 tor to yyjto 

qrr^ qRn qrftoy t 

(vii) totytottot qq qto fto toqq> to kfqy' 'dfedRsrd t, q<Hd t ! q? toq?r toqq to ftory 
totfto ^T qto qR?TT t I 

(viii) q? to to qq w^u to t t q? toto ^ %• i toto?, tototo ^ to ^ 

hfi to qrq to is tora to t 1 sttr totott ^ ^rmq to toqqq qq? fto uTicq 

t, qq to qnqrcf qq 95-^ ton to tot 1 

(ix) towjcqr y?jeqj qq qrcqiq 84 tor t I qtdttoq ^ry Yf to to^I totto ^ 

qtoqqqq cp ^rtr t hwi qrErr t ! dq-^qk, ^qq qimqto to qq^qr yqrto qryqrt 

t ! tototo to to to qwqrdT to qqqq qr^qqq qq?qT toto I 
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(x) ftft raReft ft tftH 3 fR W> fra Sraffra S^fcMdl gft Sft$tT ft I ft ifl 

fftgraft gft ftfr gfftwftt didcii ft fftfftw ^ferara srararft gft s^rafft gftt ft wr 
I 'dftg ftldf gft nR+Iiqi gt FReT ft ft ft^fT ft S-fftlraift radftg err | HFIMVH 
y^ra urlt)4>MUi gft srarai fs g^ran raw sit i f# ygra, ra^ira-H rarapra yrf^r^wi 
3ft FF ’TFTef ft ft raTW ^fegftra SraraHT sfR fftgTg gg Fdf raWF Wfftt I 

^tRwftf) <ft fcR graft ^ c}jffg>V u l cfc raffuR eft feT^ ^TRTT^ctt gft TR'KoM y^TIeft 
3FR]ft f gftf SRfxl -iff ft 'H4>fl | MrH ft> Ml-d WFigft ffaftft eft f J|d 
U^eft rat fid ftr dradl ft | rafd, qjftc^ui WTFTT Saw raffed raft FRT; Wt 
wrara ^rar i 

ftwft w-i ram 

(i) fKraftft, ftHisijw gt ctjfchvju] wra gisra raff ft i raraft graft ffteftwT gft fras gra 

ft i fRraft^t W ft ^T^fTR saw cfwr ft grat g^rar ft i 

(ii) STWdradt ^FdT ft % RF ftR 5 t dftt ft gfttfo ftragd: ’W&' <ft foF? ft lWfteW g? 
SRw Ftftt ft I 

9 Fra raRet gft rara-ra^dis g> gtrara ggf^ra rarara ^hi ftR rarag ffg rag ^szjt ^ 

ftgf f fftwfRRrar Raff WRftt ft :— 

(i) raF raRW srfgra raft grra swfeid graft ft ftRgfticft wra gfttrara'i gt gR ft fftrag 
ft rafter ft i s rim raft gtra ftfftra ®wfwt gt fftetraffti rafe gft 

Slfclch—tfjf ft ffjTT Tpi gdd ct-ifch^ui (afjRfcf) f> 3FpTR t|I<i^c<t) 3W ffrai 3fR 

raT Rmera ^ i ?Tdt^^id, nmef f #wgra^ yrtoRft ft?t Rf* 
tttt f>t^ ra ra^rf f ^tf dft^ra sk ^trffd 3? fg ra j gf raqft ^ 

s^fer xf rara #Tyftft ft m$ ffraT ( f s^tcr s^ffte ra? ffrar i 

Fraffig, xeif wrar wtra pn i 

(ii) ftfraftft ^FdT t f% tera ^ <sfR f sw^wt t sR Fra^ wf -ft s^Rre ^ 
95-xg safe "srara ?nffs dft ^t gf x^Mr ^ sftF wht ^rt i 

sTfF^-yrf f F^f f^H ff ^ ffftat ffrat t ofR graft rat rag 50 

safra "jrat raffra grara sk raftrafr -f sftra rafted ragf rat s^r ffraT t 1 

(iii) fRraftft ^ s^w srara rararfst gf F^f yrara taT rarar t graft rat 
raftrafV gt ^ra ft gftrara rarara srarag Ft ^fi ft 1 

stftrara-raf f raF raf tfraT ft fftr raraf ftrara ff yft sdft^tg Wft gra s^rasra 
ffrai ft sfR graf ^ Rraj ffftra raft fftrar raratt ratfftxr 1 

(iv) ftt\raftrftt gw ra-rar ft ff swra gg gefRy fwra ft rafgr ^ ^ra ft tftrar raw ft, 
gfR 'gftRr raw 'ra^ttrafr rararra raft ft 1 
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£ te RR.arterote znt ter teT rrt £, r£ £f£?r rto t f£> 
4)'rich 3TTRRT RR Rioter 'teV RT RRT £ Rt£ <t>^dl RfoR> 'RjRR Rj f^R <MfdR<W ijdf' 
£ RoR £ TOT £ I 

(v) ^RT RR cfEJ TOT RT f£lR r£ f£fte r£t <teT RR^aTT 

if?l TJRT £ aite fcpRR ^ R> RRT £ r£rT r£ Hite ^ feIR RH-^, RIPTRT, 
3ISRTR-H i£ ate HR W 18 RT £r£ HR 3RSRJ eFRI Rjf^TcT fTO RRT £ | 

3TT£RH>—H>£ £ ]|Rf fcpErR RR Rite IcfjRT £ 3?R Rs? f^FR Reft cfc aTTRTcT RR RTReTT 

£ i rfth> 3fjhjr rf hr ate Rte£ r£ ^rr£ ^ anmcT hr rirrr 

£ I £HT f££ |T[ HR RIO 18 RR RTR£ teT f^cRPoI RTHcT r£t £lRT | 

(vi) £\te<£ £ 3TR<RtHRT teT £ oTRR 'cJWlM r£ nte RT ^RTR', ftefRR RTR 
^c-Rj cfR RRiRI £, HT RRT £ teft R^tRTRR £ TOt £ feIR RTHRcf: RTIHfsHTO 
RR^R- iH«Rrte f%RT RRT £ I 

8TT£RRT-R£ £ FTT aiRcfTRRT R> RTPKT jJHT 3T|^m RR RTsTH fcpi|| £ f£> RcRT f^RFRR 
te? #m?pp RPR R5R£ RR RRRT He£ tel RRT £; RTRTR £ teRJcRT R«fdH RR 
RR 3TRT teT RRT £ I 

(Vli) ^Ette r£ tW RTR £ r£ ££ £t HTHef £ H<f£ tetmte RTIRter £ 

RRRR aiHfte £# £ ate RtftRcT RiR^ £ fcR RfrT teT RRT £ I 

?RT f£HH RR HFcT R> RP telmte RfRctlRR (^JctcT RXRgR RTERR HT RTGRR £ 
RTRT) $R RtTR ^JNJ X RlteTR Riel tet R> Rte'xFI ^ RX £ ^RRMR RJ RR> 
ten RR RRTOR ££ R^teM £ RTRT ter £ 3TRRTOT ^ Rite £ RRRt 
^T vJ>HR> RTvRRR R^ fcTR SRRf^P eRRRR ?T^ £l R^ff^cT R>RRT RTTR RR 3Tf£TRRR £| 

RT|4r<P—R i£ £ ?RI RRj R5 RTRR fR RIRcflRPR RR te«I f^RT £ f?P RTRI RTRcR cp 
R>R £ Rfrt?te^t RR Rl£t TRJcRT RTFJ TOTT Rlf£R Xk GR1 RNRRR RT^tRRTR £RR r£ 

iFFii £i Mte r£t te wte | 

(viii) RTte ^RT RET RR teR r£! £T RTRRR ^RT RTRRT £ <RRFT RRdte fte-te 
oRFSRT R£ RTRIRRT RRF RJR?R £ 3ftR RTRf^T 3TRR^RR ^ RFtk £ RRR? r£ Rjff^cT 
TOTT RteT£ RRT £t RRFT RR RltelR £, r£T RR £?RT RtFTT £FTT % RRT R? RRT £rr 
RTH cRT £, te£ RrR £ aTR£ StteR ^ RRtR RTR^ r£ ate te | RtiqiRnr TftR 
RR RTRRR^t RTIRT affR RR> £RT—RTR3R £f anfrlR yJMlR ^ RRT £ £t ££ f££R> RR RRlR 

TO ^t armr tet £ i rr^r: ?rt RFfk £ ate ateRR rr rrir rr£ ^ ^ 

aiRR^RT ^t ^R R5R£ ^ RRTR RRcRST RT | teT^cRT RTtekt £ 3 Tr£ 3TRTR 

arjRR afk fRR fte gtete r£ rt^trrt ^ ter r£ "tekt ^ rrt £ r£Xrt 
ter rt i ?RTte, RTHRrT: £1 ^r£I<£ r£ ater ^rir ^ ^r £ ate ateRR ^ rr£t 

R>r£ r£ 3TIRRRRRR R£t ?£ I 

RRT RT? RTRRT RfRR £ £lRl^cR> Ul{t)R>|41 #RIRJE^ ETRl£ ^ fcTR TOlt r£ 

Rte^r tot ^ RRte £g ateteR ^R ^ Rtete rtrtrc£ r£ rrrrt Rite 
rr yte rr£ r£ £ i 
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y? yyftRyftm t fft yrfftyyft yy fyr yyft ft fttftyyftty srjyy ft #? 

yRft yRT ftft TTPT^tr ft yftjft ftfttefT TRft ft fftfy 3T3yft, ftTM afR f^rw 

yyfyifftft yy yft ft 1 

Hsky^ft My ft, ^yfft yyy mrt ‘yyry ^ ^ ^rar ^ fofq yfty WTift ywT yyj 
M-fr-! ft, ftftRjcM yifftyyft ywyy gRT yR yrtrgR ywt yrcft yftrftt ft l aryy 
sjyt yiyft ft fftftr wpem ft yyyy 'yfttyft' ft arfftftyy fftftr ftyr ft My ft 
ftyftyy yftyy ftt yftfy-yr yRft ftt ftytyyt eft ftr ^fttft fyRyy My ft yy fftyi 
?Vrr 1 ftyy fttft gy ftftt x^Mt gw ffty yy zjjjftf ft wrftewr ftt tir^r yftt yy 
'Hcbdi 1 ?ft yyftf ft ^ffty yftfywt ft ffty ft^yyftly yyfPrft>H yyry yRyi y^j 
FTT yty>dl ft | 3FN Mcdd vM Wi, fftyfft HHc) y>T Plde>l u l fftdl, ft yyyy Mld^|cy> 
ftyfftd £R ^yy ay eft gy: yftfyRR ft ffty snfty^-iyft ^ srjfter ft snejR yy 
fttqyftftt ftr 3 ?tef$ft yyiy ft wtft yftfyRR ftt yrfttfftiy yR ftyT yrffty art 1 

(ix) ytwy ft yyy-wy yy yyftf ft yftftiRy ft ytyft ft, yrty mw ftfy ftyRjRfr 

tnfftyyft, ftr ftrftf yyf ftt yR<yy ft weft ft, gw yryyTy yy ^fefttftr ft fty 34 
fwtctt fttft ytffty 1 ?yt yrfftyRR ftt yeft ftft 33ft ft f^nre^r yy aryyR fftw an; 
yra yyftr •fftty ftry- $k yttr w t, Tjwfii ?mr <fft f? ^tyy4 

yf^fiytyyH ^ aft 1 rt ft rt 33 ft irr ^ ftr ktr ?Rft ftM 
yywf ^ ^ yfftffttft, fftRtft ^3^ 3pyi^ ft yry f^tT, ft ^i\ 

^ 3 ?ftt fftfyr f^ y^TyfFt a 3 ^ yftftyRF yft f?r yryft ft rttw ^ foch^t ^yyH i 
3?F IftyR ^ftt fftFJcT ftt Fef cRFf ettfftft [ 

Iftj# yfR ”*yRt ^ tftfy yyftt c^ yftf^yty ftj yfttufy eft fftjy yryiy^t yft yftt mm 
tryioft atyyTft ft yftf 3fTyfeT y^t ?t Fyyft 1 yrH mtf ^ft yra ^=ffty sfyftt f^aftft 
^ wt $ tr^eyft yy yy? fty ftftTT t l y?3 yyftt yy yftftRiy yyyFrr 3tk yfrr^et 
y^t fttyr yrtffty; yy mm ftftiT i 

(x) ^y 333 ^ ft, >dl^yiftcft ft <# fftyr fftf yryfftf yrtftyyft eft yry R-fftgftjuy 

yft efty<d yyj ftRy t, y^t wt mm yt yM y5f 1ftRy-3cy-3fiEt]Rcf, yyfy~3MJtfer, 
yyyf—yffyiRd, yrar— 3 MttR?t yy fftaftMt t — fftnftyy y>t^ fftfty yy<y y^t t 1 
yygyy yftTyRw # 3yy t 1 yyy otfft^Rry yftt ^ft st^fTR 3 tyyr ^ryfftef 
yR yryyy t, yyg “yygyy yfttyMy $ ft f\ | 


10. ?yty^ y%TFRyMy afty y^yy yf% yyyftr ft yTfftyTMt fft Mf^R^d fftfty yMTT t: 

(i) W Myft ft 3fyyryr W ^feyftw yffty yft yqftft? yryrycf 
dryy^yT yy yy^ fr^t y^f ft 1 

(ii) ftt^yftlcf) yft fttyi^yj yftftyyft ^rt fftty yy fftfty ft fftftffty 3ry^fft y# 
tl 


(iii) 3ftfty^-y7ft w\ yyftf ft jy: Mffywy yryffty 3#y? yre^jech ftt yryftt ft ffty 
afgftaT yftyyft t 1 
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(iv) to afR itrt ^ A f£p? sm\i 

4Tcft tRItfeRfl ^ ffn W'STdT ^3TRI | 

11. cf^jHR, 4>T 3FRI <$ $HFl ^ flO 50 <9 <£ ^5td TOt 4*RI 3TOl 4>T 

>JT.cpff^c[ 4R^t 3ft? 4 kTcI 0.11 afcT^Tcl <?? *R RTd?Je^ eUTRl 4T f^?| f^ZTT TOcfT % | 

TO. tr*FT, 

[f^3m/3/4/3TOmrpJT/143/2000 ] 


TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 5th May, 2000 

No. TAMP/72/99-CHPT. —In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 49 and 50 of the Major Port Trusts 
Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes of the representation received from 
M/s Sreedhar Clearing Services Private Limited about classification of their import of Pilot Fermentation Plant for 
assessment of wharfage charges in the CHPT Scale of Rates as in the Order appended hereto. 


SCHEDULE 

Tariff Authority -for Major Ports 

Case No.TAMP/72/99-CHPT 


M/s. Sreedhar Clearing Services Pvt. Ltd. 

Vs. 


The Chennai Port Trust 


Applicant 


Respondent 


ORDER 

( Passed on this 10th day of April 2000 ) 


This case relates to a representation received from M/s. Sreedhar 
Clearing Services Private Limited about classification of their imports of Pilot 
Fermentation Plant for assessment of wharfage charges. It has been argued 
that the CHPT has collected wharfage @ 0.44% under the Heading No.95-B of 
its scale of rates which relates to ‘goods not covered elsewhere’ instead of 
against item No.50 which relates to “plant and machinery with parts” attracting a 
wharfage charge @ 0.11%. 
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2 - M/s. Sreedhar Clearing Services Private Limited have made the 

following submissions in support of their arguments: 

(i) . M/s. Orchid Chemicals and Pharmaceuticals Limited have imported 

three Pilot Fermentation plants used in the manufacture of drugs. 
The machinery consists of the following parts: 

(a) . 1KL, 0.3KL and 0.05KL Reactors with jacket and Insulation. 

(b) . Mixing Machine. 

(c) . Liquid and Air Filters 

(d) . Pressure and Solenoid Valves. 

(e) . Heat Exchangers. 

(ii) . All the parts are assembled together and imported as one unit and 

the invoice also carries one value only. 

(iii) . The Customs Authorities have assessed the consignment under 

the Chapter Heading ‘machinery, plant and laboratory equipment, 
other than machinery or piant of a kind used for domestic 
purposes’. 


3 - As f he importers wanted the machinery urgently, the clearing 

agents got the consignment cleared by paying wharfage @ 0.44% at the first 
instance, as demanded by the CHPT; and, subsequently, approached the Port 
Trust for refund of the excess amount by reclassifying the import under item 50 
of the Scale of Rates of the CHPT. However, their request has not been aqreed 
to by the CHPT.' 

4 ■ Comments were called for from the CHPT as well as the Madras 

Chamber of Commerce and Industry (MCCI). 

5- The MCCI have made the following submissions: 

(i). The CHPT Scale of Rates provides a distinct heading under item 
'O No.50 of Scale-A, General, Chapter II, ‘Wharfage’ which covers 

“Machinery of all kinds and Parts thereof’. That being so, the 
classification should have been done under item No.50 attracting j 
wharfage of 0.11 %. 
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(ii) . The Customs have classified the item under Custom Tariff 8419.89 

which covers ‘machinery, plant or laboratory equipment’. The 
Customs have accepted the imported item as single unit of 
machinery. 

(iii) . Classification of the item by the CHPT under serial No.95-B - 

‘goods not elsewhere specified’ and collecting a wharfage at 
0.44% is not correct, when there is a specific heading under 

S.No.50 for “Machinery of all kinds and parts thereof’. 

6 . The CHPT in their reply have justified their stand on the following 

grounds: 

(i) . The description as given in the Bill of Entry is ‘Spares Equipments 

for Pilot Fermentation Plant with Spares and Accessories’. 
Although the party has claimed the imported cargo as machinery in 
reality as per the shipping documents it is Spares Equipments, 
Spares Accessories, Pipes and instrumentation for the Pilot 
Fermentation Plant and nowhere the description “Mixing Machine” 
is found in the shipping documents or the invoice. 

(ii) . Plant and machinery do not mean one and the same thing. 

Though the plant may comprise besides other things machinery by 
itself, the word Plant does not connote machinery. 

(iii) . The decision has been taken to classify the item under 95-B 

because of variations in definitions between Plant and Machinery 
and the directions given by the Accountant General (Audit) and the 
Government. Whenever there is scope for interpretation, it is the 
prerogative of the Port Trust to interpret classification of an item in 
a manner which is beneficial to its revenue. 


(iv) . The CHPT Scale of Rates does not have a separate classification 

for ‘Plant’. The Port has therefore classified the item under 95- 
B - ‘goods not otherwise specified’ for the purpose of wharfage 
assessment. 

(v) . If the claim of the party that Plant and Machinery are one and the 

same is accepted, it may lead to a piquant situation where even 
‘vehicles’ can be classified as machinery attracting lower wharfage. 

7. M/s. Sreedhar Clearing Services Private Limited have responded 

to the submissions made by the CHPT as under: 
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(i). 

The Indian Customs follow internationally accepted Harmonised 
System of Nomenclature (HSN), as a signatory to WTO and WCO. 
Classification of any imported item is crucial as it affects tax, duty 
on the import, etc., and for this purpose the Customs have qualified 
officers, specialising in classification of various items of import. 

(ii). 

The Customs have accepted the import as “machinery”. 

(iii). 

The present import is ‘spare equipment’ for Pilot Fermentation 
Plant and is not Plant by itself. 

(iv). 

When the import is an equipment of machinery and when there is a 
specific heading Tor machinery in the port Scale of Rates under 
item No.50, applying a different classification is incorrect. 

(v). 

The Port is a service provider and a service industry. It must apply 
the right tariff instead of charging at the highest rate. 

8 . A joint hearing in this case was held at the CHPT. During the joint 

hearing the following arguments were advanced: 

M/s. Sreedhar Clearinq Services Private Limited 

(i). 

What we imported was machinery. The explanation given in this 
regard was accepted by the Customs. However, the CHPT has not 
accepted it. 

(ii). 

We have followed the international practice of invoicing for which 
we shall not be penalised. 

(iii). 

There is no question of ambiguous classification to reduce 
Customs duty - We have paid the highest duty. 

(iv). 

Customs manuals are voluminous and their classifications are 
based on a thorough scrutiny. 

(v). 

Unless Customs are satisfied in detail, they will not even release 
the goods. 


The Madras Chamber of Commerce and Industry 

(i) . What is necessary is to be clear about whether it is a machinery or 

not? 

(ii) . Even a part of machinery should go under item 50 and not 95 - B. 
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(iii) . This is a case of import of a composite unit of machinery. The 

CHPT cannot insist on itemisation. 

(iv) . It is a Custom built item. There is no product brochure. 

(v) . Importer has given a description of the process and also a 

diagram. 

(vi) . The CHPT must not go by maximisation of revenue. It must apply 

the correct tariff. 

(vii) . The CHPT’s argument that ‘plant’ is mentioned in invoice is 

incorrect. It only says, spares for a plant. 

(viii). This is not a case of heterogeneous items. This is an integrated 
item. SI. No. 18 of the CHPT scale of rates is, therefore, not 
relevant. If the CHPT contention is accepted, then, all imports will 
go under item 95 - B. 

(ix) . Chapter 84 of Customs Tariff is relevant. Internationally it is taken 

as a classification only for machinery. Accordingly, it has adopted 
the Harmonised System of Nomenclature. CHPT also must adopt 
it and abide by it. 

(x) . Greater harmony between the Port and the Customs is required in 

such matters. Two public bodies cannot be allowed to adopt 
different approaches in such basic matters. There were such 
unacceptable differences in the matter of definition of ‘coastal 
vessels’ also. The TAMP had to resolve it. Likewise, TAMP may 
take a larger view in this case also and resolve the dispute. 

There can be no objection for the CHPT to adopt the same 
Harmonised System of Nomenclature for purposes of classification 
of cargo. The Port can always have a set of tariffs relevant to its 
position. But, the cargo classification shall not be arbitrary or 
discordant; it shall be harmonious. 

The Chennai Port Trust 

(i). The CHPT is not bound by Customs classification. They have only 
one type of rating. The CHPT go either by ad valorem or by 
weight. 


(ii). The importer says, ‘this is not plant’, possibly, because the 
Customs rate is higher for a plant. 
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9. 

processing 

emerges: 

(i)- 


(ii). 


(iii). 


(iv). 


(v). 


With reference to the totality of information coilected during the 
of this case and the facts given above, the following position 


This case relates to a dispute about classification by the CHPT of 
the cargo imported by the Applicant-Firm. In view of urgency 
reported by the importer, the Applicant-Firm of Clearing Agents 
paid the wharfage according to the (allegedly) wrong classification 
done and cleared the consignment. Subsequently, with reference 
to the decision taken by the Customs Authorities in the matter, they 
approached CHPT with a request for re-classification and refund of 
the excess wharfage collected. The CHPT rejected the request. 
Hence this case. 

The CHPT says, there is ambiguity about the description and, 
therefore, the cargo has to go under the residuary item 95-B i.e., 
‘goods not covered elsewhere’. 

The Applicant-Firm has vehemently contested this contention; and, 
has pleaded for the cargo being classified under Item 50 viz., ‘Plant 
and Machinery with parts’. 

According to the CHPT, the shipping documents are so worded as 
to render it impossible for classifying the cargo as ‘machinery’. 

The Applicant-Firm has argued that it has followed the international 
practice of invoicing and should not be penalised for doing that. 

The CHPT claims that the import is described as ‘Plant’ in the 
invoice; and, ‘Plant’ and ‘Machinery’ are not the same. 

This claim of the CHPT has been contested by the Applicant-Firm 
who point out that the invoice does not describe the import as a 
‘Plant’ but as ‘spares for a Plant’. 

The CHPT is also reported to have taken recourse to a reference 
item No.18 under Scale-B, General, Chapter II Wharfage, for 
treating the consignment as a package of more than one variety of 
articles carrying different rates of wharfage so as to apply the 
highest rate. 

The Applicant-Firm has contested the contention that this is a case 
of import of heterogeneous items. According to them, this is a 
case of import of an integrated item i.e., of a composite unit of 
machinery. That being so, reference to item No.18 will not be 
relevant at all. 
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(vi) . The CHPT has observed that the shipping documents have, 

possibly, been deliberately confusingly worded so as to prevent 
any classification of the consignment as a ‘Plant’ which may attract 
a higher Duty. 

The Applicant-Firm has discounted this allegation with the 
observation that there has been no attempt to reduce Customs 
Duty by wrong description; actually, Customs Duty has been paid 
at the highest rate. 

(vii) . The CHPT has apparently been impelled to classify the 

consignment under the residuary category because of audit 
objections earlier in similar cases. 

Citing an earlier audit observation on the subject (received through 
the Ministry of Surface Transport) and a Court ruling about 
classification of cargo being the prerogative of the Port Trust, the 
CHPT has claimed that it is the prerogative of the Port, in cases of 
ambiguity, to classify the cargo in a manner most beneficial to its 
revenues. 

The Applicant-Firm has contested this observation with the plea 
that the CHPT, as a service-organisation, must apply the correct 
tariff and not be guided by motivations for maximising revenues. 

(viii). While it may not be disputed that the shipping documents in this 
case lend scope for different interpretations, and while undeniably 
the CHPT may have the prerogative to classify cargo in cases of 
ambiguity, it has to be seen whether this is one such case in which 
the Port will be required to exercise its prerogative. Ordinarily, a 
Public Trust, and a service-organisation at that, will be expected to 
resort to exercise of such discretion only as a last resort. In this 
case, evidently, a resort was available to remove the ambiguity 
before exercising the ultimate prerogative. The Customs Authority, 
with the help of its vast experience and voluminous manuals, had 
classified the consignment as ‘machinery’. There was, perhaps, 
therefore, no need for the CHPT to take recourse tg exercise its 
prerogative of last resort. 

It is relevant here to recognise that the Customs Authority has 
been making use of the internationally standardised Harmonised 
System of Nomenclature for purposes of classifying cargo for levy 
of Customs Duty. 

It is noteworthy that the Customs Authority has long-standing 
experience in this work and has also a vast retinue of experienced, 
qualified and specialist staff to conduct a thoroughgoing scrutiny in 
such cases. 
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Significantly, while a Port Trust is a service-organisation levying ‘a 
fee for service provided’, the Customs Authority is an agency 
collecting a tax by way of revenue. If there was scope, because of 
any ambiguity in this case, to classify the consignment in reference 
as anything other than ‘machinery’, they would surely have done 
that. That being so, the classification of cargo done by such an 
agency cannot be lightly dismissed. It cannot but be said to 
provide a reliable guidance for proper classification of the cargo. 
Even if the Port had already collected wharfage, because of the 
confusion that governed the case, based on the Applicant-Firm’s 
request for a re-classification, the CHPT should have amended its 
classification with retrospective effect. 

(ix) . In fact, in the matter of classification of cargo, at the port-level, 

there has to be complete harmony between the approaches 
adopted by the Port Trust and the Customs Authority, both of 
whom are instrumentalities of the same Government. This 
Authority had an occasion to deal with this issue earlier when it 
gave a commonly acceptable definition of what is a ‘coastal vessel’ 
and what is a ‘foreign-going vessel’. This case has done well to 
bring up this issue in sharper focus. And, the representative of the 
INSA who attended the joint hearing, has rightly urged that the 
TAMP must take a larger view in this case and resolve the dispute 
comprehensively. 

There can be no objection for a Port Trust to adopt the same 
Harmonised System of Nomenclature for purposes of classification 
of cargo. A Port Trust can always have a set of tariffs relevant to 
its position. But, the cargo classification need not be arbitrary or 
discordant; it shall be harmonious, 

(x) . In this backdrop, the CHPT argument that whereas the Customs 

Authority has only one type of rating, a Port Trust has many types 
- value-based, weight-based, unit-based, volume-based - has no 
particular significance. What is relevant is appropriate 
‘classification’. The port can collect its revenues as per the rates 
notified but with reference to the ‘appropriate classification’. 

10. In the result, and for the reasons stated above, the Authority 

decides as follows: 

(i) . The approach adopted by the CHPT in this case is not justified, as 

there is no case of irreconcilable ambiguity. 

(ii) . The refusal by the CHPT to be guided by the decision taken by the 

Customs Authority is not reasonable. 

(iii) . The request of the Applicant-Firm for a re-classification of the 

cargo and refund of the excess wharfage collected is acceptable. 
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(iv). The Authority shall take steps to introduce harmony between the 
systems adopted by the Port Trusts and the Customs Authority for 
classification of cargoes. 

11. Accordingly, the CHPT is directed to reclassify the cargo in 

reference under item No.50B of its Scale of Rates and levy a wharfage only @ 

0 . 11 %. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[Advt. III/IV/Exty/143/2000] 
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